


Vow III. 


XXL 





320 


MEMOIRS 
LITERATURE. 





ie 


—onngpavans 


Monpvay, December 7, 1713. 





I. 


REFLECTIONS upon JOHN 
HU S’s Trial inferted in the three 
laft Memoirs. By Mr. LEN- 
FANT, Chaplain to the King of 
Pruffia. 


T is not very difficule, /sys Mr. Lenfane, 

to difcover the true Caufe of John Hus’s 

Execution, and to draw his Charaéer. 
The Sentence of the Council imports, that 
John Hus ts @ manifeft, [candalous, obftinate; 
and incorrigible Heretick. As for what cone 
cerns Obftinacy, we have feen how he con- 
ftantly denied that Accufation, and protefted 
that he was ready to retra& any Error, of 
which he fhould be convi&ted by the Holy 
Scripture, or plain Arguments drawn from 
it. Wherefore in order to condemn him as 
an obftinate Man , they fhould have proved 
by the Holy Scripture and good Reafons, 
that the Articles which he acknowledged 
were erroneous ; and as for thofe which he 
difowned, the Council fhould have con- 
fronted the Witneffes in his Prefence to con- 
vit him. But they were contented to al- 
ledge the Witneffes by general Denominati- 
ons, and not by their own Names: Nay, 


when he defired to know the Name of a cer- 
tain Do&or who accufed him of adding a 
fourth Perfonto the Trinity, the Council 


denied his Requeft, as has been already ob- 
ferved. As for what concerns his Inftruéti- 
on, he always complained that they refufed 
to inftru@ him both in publick and in pri- 
vate ; and that when he quoted fome Paffi- 
ges of the Scripture in his own Defence, 
they would not hear him. But to fhew thar 
John Hus could not be condemned as an obfti« 
nate Man, we need only confult the Doftors 
about the Nature of Obftinacy. Let us hear 
Jobn de Courtecuiffe ( Johan. Brevis Coxe ap. 
Gerf. T. I. p. 839.) a Paris-Doftor , very fae 
mous inthe XVth Century, and Bifhop of 
Geneva, in the Time of the Council of Con 
flance. He fays , that whatever Error 4 Max 
may fall into, he ought not to be accounted either 
an Heretick, or dn obftinate Man, when be fhews 
himfelf ready to retra& after a right InflruBion! 
And then the fame Do@or explaining what 
fort of InftruGion ought to be given to a 
Man, who is in an Error, adds, that ne IJn- 
Siruftion can be faid to be right and fufficient, un- 
left they make him {ce his Error fo plainly, that 
in the Judgment of intelligent Perfon:, he cannot 

that his Opinion is contrary to the Cathe- 
lick Faith. The fame Doétrine may be feen 
in many Places of Gerfon’s Works. Dicitur 
(fays he) pertinaciter quis senere aliquid, quane 
do non eft paratus corrigi , vel non quaerit cum 
follicitudine veritatem. ( Op. Gerf. T. UL. p. 
264.) Now according to this Definition of 
Obftinacy, "tis certain chat John Hus could 
not be condemned as an obftinate Maa. 


As for his Herefies, it is not very eafy to 
know exactly wees aay confilted. He 
ne. 
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never afferted the Doétrine of the Communi. 
on in both Kinds, (MF, Lenfant proves it whde- 
niably) ; and it plainly appears from his pubs 
lick Exantination, that fuch a Do&trine wis 
never objeéted again&t him. Ie is no lefs cer- 
tain that he believed Tranfubftantiation and 
the real Prefence. He frequently declared it 
in exprefs Words, in a full Council ; nay, 
after many Quibbles and Subtilties, they 
were forced to acknowledge that he was 

- Orthodox upon the Eucharift. Befides, ina 
Treatife which he writ in his Confinement, 
concerning the Sacrament of the Body and Blood 
of Chrift, he plainly fays, that he always held 
the Dogtrine of Tranfubfantiation, before he 
was a Prieft ; and that from the time of his 
being made a Prieft, he taught it publickly 
in he Church and the Univerfiry. The 
particular Opinions of Zohn Hus, about that 
Matter, may therefore be reduced to thefe 
three Heads, 1. A Bohemian Preacher having 
afferted, that 2 Prieft before bis fir? Mafs is on- 
ly a Child of God; and that after he has offici- 
ated, he is the Father of God, and Creator of 
God's Body ; ge Hes Writ a Treatife to con. 
fute fuch & range Affertion, though it was 
not new; and Hie maintained that Chrift is 
the Author of 7ranfubfantiation, a Prieft be- 
ing only the Minifter of it by Virtue of the 
Sacratnents] Words. 2. We havefeen that 
the Archbifhop of Prague required from 
4obn Hus, that he fhould not fay, that Chrift 
was the Bread afcerthe Confecration. John 
Hus refufed to oe that Order, and fhewed 
by the Words of Chrift and St. Paul, by the 
Canon of the Mafs , and many Authorities 
of the Fathers, that before and after the 
Confecration Chrift is always the Bread, but 
a heavenly , fpiritual, and Jopecotpaeciel 
Bread. 3. Becaufe fome affirmed that the 
Body of Chrift is feen with bodily Eyes in 
the Eucharift ; that it is handled like other 
Bodies, and chewed with the Teeth; and 
that it goes into and comes out of the Sto- 
mach, as any other Food ; fohm Hus mainti- 
tained and proved by the Authority of the 

Doétors, that the Body of Chrift is incor- 
ruptible, and that the Accidents only of the 
Bread and Wine are handled and chewed. 
And when they obje&ed to him the Retra- 

Gation of Berengarius, Ego Berengariw, im- 

porting that according to the Dorine of 


the Church, the true Body of Chrift is feen, 
handled, and eaten corporally, and not figu- 
ratively in the Eucharift ; he alledged the 
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n that Retrattation, which 
Words of that Recraflacion’ os 

nie, 

ftood of the Accidénts, it will te i sat 
Error than that of Berengarius himfelf. }¢ 
what has been faid, was not fufficient to 
fhew that Johu Hus believed the Sacrifice of the 
Mafs ; his conftant celebrating of it, even at 
Conffance, and, as it were, 


in the Sj 
the Council, would be an ableoihie bes 


of his Belief upon that Head. For, had he 
not been fully convinced of the Neceffity of 
that Duty; or had he had the leaft Scruple 
about it, his Excommunication would have 
afforded him a very fair Pretence to forbear 
faying Mafs. ’Tis true, that though he was 
fenfible of the Excellency of the Priefthood 
yet he could not bear that Priefts thould take 
too much upon themfelves under fuch a 
Pretence. And therefore he feverely re. 
proved a Preacher, who afferted that the mof 
wicked Prieft is better than the bef? Layman, 
It appears from many of his Letters, that 
he afcribed a great Power to the Intercefiin 
of Saints. In the XXIId he prays Se. Peter 
and St. Paul to intercede for him, that he 
may fuffer courageoufly , as they did, if it 
be the Will of God ; and in the XXXth, he 
begs the fame Favour of St. Fobm the Baptif. 
If he had any Hopes of efcaping from the 
Hands of his Enemies, he declares, it is 
through the Merits of Saints. And in ano- 
ther Piece, he fays in exprefs Words, that 
"tis impoffible for any Sinner to be faved without 
the Interceffion of the hely Virgin. In another 
Work, he prays God to forgive thofe , who 
fay that he denies the Do&rine of the Inter- 
ceffion of Saints, both with refpe& to the 
Living, and thofe that die in Grace. Nor 
could it be objected to him, that he did not 
believe Purgatory : He mentions it fo fre- 
uently in his Writings, that one would 
think it was his darling Doétrine. In the 


“Explanation of bis Faith, which is a kind of 


Sermon, which he had prepared to preach it 
at Conftance, he calls the fleeping Church, the 
Number of the Ele&, who are in Purgatory, 
and may be helped to come out of it, both 
through the Interceffion of the Saints who 
are in Heaven, and by the Faftings, Alms, 
and other good Works of the Faithful, who 
are ftill upon Earth. He teaches the fame 
Doétrine more than once in his Treatife of 
Indulgences written in 1412. Nay, he 
brings in the Doftrine of Purgatory to oP- 
pofe the wrong Ufe of Indulgences. AS 
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As for what concerns the Werfhip 0 Images, 
though Jobn Hus writ a Tra& againtt ir, yet 


he acknowledges in that very Tra&, that ome 
may kneel down, put up Prayers, offer Gifts, and 
light Tapers before the Image of Chriff, and bes 
fore thofe of any Saint whatfoever, provided it 
be not done for the fake of the Image, but for the 
fake of him who is reprefented by the Image. 
This Do&rine was the Opinion of the 
foundeft Part of the Church at that Time, 
and confequently could not be Jooked upon 
as an Herefy in John Hus. Let us hear upon 
this Head Fohn Gerfon, who was certainly one 
of the moft approved Do&ors of the XVth 
Century. He fays in his Expofition of the 


Decalogue, We don't worfhip Images, but God, - 


or the Saints whom they reprefent. In a Ser- 
mon upon the Nativity, Gerfen fays again, 
That “* if a Man kneels down before a Cru- 
“* cifix, he does not worfhip the Wood, that 
‘© the Crofs is made of, bue God who is re- 
“ prefented upon it; and that the fame 
“ ought to be faid of the Images of Saints. 
“* We don’t worfhip the Images, fay: be; 
** but we honour the Saints. As for the 
‘* fimple and ignorant People, if they wore 
“* thip the Images themfelves , they cannot 
“© be excufed but by Reafon of an invinci- 
“ ble Ignorance, or becaufe their Intention 
** is co do what the Church does by honour- 
“** ing Images. 

John Hus was alfo fully perfuaded of the 
Neceffity of Confefion, fince he confefs'd his 
Sins to a Priett before he died. If he refu- 
fed to do the fame immediately before his 
Execution, ‘tis becaufe he could not do it, 
but upon a Condition which he could not 
accept with a good Confcience. 

One needs only read his Commentary up- 
on St. fames’s Epiftle, to be perfuaded chat 
his Doétrine concerning the Merit of good 
Works was the fame with che general Doftrine 
of that Time. In the Sermon above-men- 
tioned he fays, That ne Man « rewarded in 
another Life, but according as be has merited in 
this Life; and that the State of Pilgrimage u 
the only State, in which « Man may render hime 
felf worthy of Reward. 

He did alfo acknowledge the Sevens Sacra- 
ments of the Church of Rome, as it appears 
from one of the Articles objefted againft 
him, wherein he _ the Seven Sacraments 
are ill adminiftred by a wicked Prieft. That 
ObjeG&ion was not grounded upon the 
Number of Sacraments, but upon his fay- 
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ing, That, in order to make them eff-@ual, 
the good Life of a Prieft was more neceflary 
than his Dignity. Nay, he explains this 
laft Article, by faying, as we have feer, 
above, That vicious Minifters are, in the 
Sight of God, alrogether unworthy of Ad- 
miniftring the Sacraments. In a Treatife 
concerning Marriage, which he compofed in 
his Confinement, he acknowledges it to be 
a Sacrament, and pretends to prove it by the 
Words of St. Paul, who, according to the 
Vulgar Latin, 4 that Marriage is a great 
Sacrament. He {peaks in the fame manner 
of Orders, Confirmation, and Extreme-UnGion, 
in his Commentary upon Sc. ¥ames's Epiftle. 

I have notobferved neither ( continues Mr. 
Lenfant ) that his Do&rine concerning Tre- 
dition differred from that of the moft Emi- 
nent Dofors of his Time. For in all his 
Works, he undertakes, as they do, to prove 
his Affertions by the Scripture and Tradi- 
tion, that is; by the Authority of Fathers 
and Councils. And in the Explanation of 
his Faith, he declares, that he receives all the 
Opinions of the Holy Do&ors, in as much as they 
explain the Law of Fefus Chrifl; that he bas a 
Veneration for all she Councils, both General and 
Particular, for the Decrees and Decretals , and 
ak the Laws, Canons, and Conftitutions, inafq 
much as they agree with God's Law explicitly, or 
implicitly. This was the common Opinion 
of the Do&tors; for they pretended, that 
Tradition contained nothing contrary to 
Revelation. ‘Tis truc, Jobn Hue writ a 
Treatife againft Human Traditions; but he 
did not underftand by it, what is common- 
ly called Tradition in the Church of Rome. 
Let us hear Jobs Gerfom upon this Head. 
The Second Degree if Truths, which ought to be 
believed, confifts (fays he ) im shofe Truths, 
which the Church bas determined, and received 
from the Apoftles by au uninterrupted Succeffion , 
and an undeniable Tradition. John Hes never 
denied this; and therefore by Human Tradi- 
tions, he only meant feveral fuperftitious 
Ceremonies grounded upon mere Cuffom ; 
that great Namber of Monaftick Orders, 
which brought into Religion a Medley un- 
becoming its Primitive Simplicity ; the ex- 
orbitant Wealth and Power of the Popes and 
Clergy ; in a word, all the Abufes which 
proceeded from their Avarice, Ambition, 
and Senfuality, and ferved only to fupport 
thofe Vices. But all the Dottors of chat 


Time , who were for a Reformation , fpoke 
$f2. as 
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as plainly as John Hus againft thofe Human 


Inventions. Henricus de Hafis complains 
openly of fo many Piffures and Images, with 
which the Churches are party-coloured ; of the 
great Number of Religious Orders and Monks ; 
of the Multiplication of Saints and Holy Days ; 
of the Introduction of fome Apocryphal Books, to 
the Prejudice of Faith. "Tis certain that Fobn 
Hus never {poke more boldly againft Human 
Traditions, and the Popes Decretals, than 
Gerfon did in many of his Works. If to all 
this we add the Teftimonials of Orthodoxy, 
which Jobn Hus received from the Archbi- 
fhop of Prague, and the Inquifitor of the 
Faith in Bohemia, as wellas from the Uni- 
verfity of Prague; there can be no doubt 
that he believed all the Do&trines, that were 
then received in the Church of Rome, ex- 
cepting fome Articles, which concerned 
Manners and Ecclefiaftical Difcipline, rather 
than Faith. And indeed fome Writers of 
the Roman Communion, fuch as Florimond 
de Raymond, and Rofweide a Jefuit, acknow- 
ledge that he did not depart from the Do- 
@rine of the Church of Rome in any Effen- 
tial Point. 

He had fo good an Opinion of his Caufe, 
that he fays in one of his Letters, he does 
not believe his Judges can alledge any thing 
_ againft him, but the following Articles. 
Firft, That he has oppofed the Crufade of John 
XXIII. Secondly, That be has officiated af 
the Time he lay under Excommunication. ‘Third- 
ly, That he bas appealed from the Pope's Fudg- 
ment, Fourthly, That be bas writ « certain 
Letter , which was read in Bethlehem-Chapel. 
He adds in his 54th Letter, that his faying 
that Temporal Princes may deprive the Clergy of 
their Eftates, was alfo looked upon as an He- 
refy. As for the firft Article, which con. 
cerns John Has’s Books and Sermons againft 
the Crufade ge ay by John XXIII. ’tis 
certain he had on his Side al] the Friends of 
Ladifflaus and.Gregory XII. who donbtlefs did 
not approve that Crufade no more than John 
Hus, though upon different Principles. John 
Hus did not favour Gregory XII. ne | Ladiffaus ; 
but becaufe he did not look upon the latter 
as a proféffed Heretick, the Bull which 
jobn XXIII. fulminated againft that Prince, 
appeared to him unjuft and barbarous. Be- 
fides, ha did not believe the Popes had a 
Right to fow Difcord in the World , and to 
turn all Chriffendom into a Field of Battel, 
under Pretente of Religion ,. but at the bot. 


cn 
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tom to fatisfy their Ambizion and Avarice: 
Thus John Hus was not fo much again In 
dulgences, as againft the ill Ufe, which the 
Popes and their Minifters made of them, or 
the Motives and Method of diftributing the 
fame. And if any one will take the Pains 
to compare his Book concerning Indulgen. 
ces, with what Gerfon fays of them in fome 
of his Works, he will find but little Dif. 
rence between their Opinions about that 
Subje&. 

The other Crime charged upon John Hus 
was his faying Mafs and Preaching all the 
Time of his Excommunication. ‘Tis true 
that upon this Head he would have found it 
a difficult thing to clear himfelf from Dif. 
obedience to his Superiors , efpecially fince 
he acknowledged ftill their Authority, ha. 
ving appealed from the Judgment of the 
Archbifhop of Prague to Alexander V. and 
then to fohn XXII. However, let us hear 
Gerfon upon Excommunieation. He fays, 
That 4 Sentence of Excommunication. ought nos 
to be pronounced , but upon Accouut of # manifef 
Difobedience , when # Man does notorioufly refuse 
to hear the Church. From whence it appears, 
continues he, that if it be impoffible for him to 
obey the Commands of the Church, he is not exe 
communicated before God, and every fuch Excom= 
munication is unjuft. It is alfo the Opinion 
of Zarabella, Cardinal of Florence, one of the 
moft Eminent Canonifts of his Time. Pe. — 
ter d Aily, Cardinal of Cambray, whom we 
have fo often mentioned, is no lefs pofitive 
upon. this Subje&, fince he fays, That in 
Matters of Faith, a Sentence of Excommunica- 
tion ought net to be pronounced , but againft « 
Man, who bas been well infirutted in the Truth,. 
and refufes to acknowledge it. ’Tis true it is 
their Opinion, that one the Excommu- 
nication be unjuft before God, yet a Man is 
obliged to undergo it, for the fake of Or- 
der, and out of refpeét for the Church. 
But they, add at the fame time, that a Prelate,. 
and evena Pope, may abufe their Power to 
fuch a Degree, that it. is glorions and meritori- 
ous not to obey them; becaufe in this Cafe the 
Scandal arifing from Difobedience falls upon 
the Perfon who is the Author of an unjuft Excom- 
munication, and not upon him who refufes to fub- 
mit to it. If it be feared, Lays Gerfom, that 
weak People, who look upom the Pope 4s a God, 
will be offended at it, one muft endeavogr to fet 
them right in that Matter ; and then if they wi b 


not acquie[ce in it, the Scandal dies only at er 
a 
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Door. Laftly; he concludes that one wmuf 
humbly take the moft proper Method to perfuade 
the Pope to deft from an unjuft Excommunica- 
tion; but if fuch @ Submiffion does not fucceed, 
one muft put on Conftancy and Freedom, and take 
a generous Refolution. John Hus was exaly 
in all thofe Circumftances. He could not 
go to Rome without a manifeft Danger of 
his Life, by reafon of the Mortal Enemies 
he had in Germany, as he himfelf fays in a 
Letter which he writ to the Pope, and in 
another which he writ to the Cardinals, de- 
firing to be difpenfed from appearing in 
Perfon. Nay, the Ancient Author of fohm 
Hus’s Life intimates plainly enough, that he 
was difpenfed from it by that Pope; but 
Cardinal Colonna, who had been appointed 
to take Cognizance of that Affair, being re- 
folved to perfift in what he had done, fup- 
- preffed the Difpenfation which John Hus had 
obtained. Whereupon the King of Bohemia, 
and the Univerfity of Prague, writ to the 
Court of Rome, and defired that John Hus 
fhould be difpenfed from appearing there. 
In the mean time, to thew his Obedience to 
the Church, he fent his Proxies to the Court 
of Rome, where they met with a very ill U- 

ge. 
Hus’s Apology written in 1412. by John de 
Jeffenitz, a Do&or of Canon Law, to be 
convinced that his Excommunication was 
neither juft nor legal, and that, according to 
the Canon Law, he was not obliged to {ub- 
mit to it. 

This leads us to the Third Crime of John 
Hus, vix his Appeal from the Pope to Jefus 
Chrift, or the Council. The whole Condu& 
of the Council, in relation to the Three 
Popes, isa fufficient Apology for John Hus 
upon this Head. Befides, if according to 
the conftant Do&rine of that Council, the 
Pope is not Infallible ; if he may be tried, 
and even punifhed ; ‘tis plain, one may ap- 
peal from his Judgment. Nay, when Mar- 
tin V, pretended after his Eleftion, that no 
body could law fully apes! from the Popes 
Judgment in Matters of Faith, Zohn Gerfon 
writ a Book on purpofe to prove the con- 
trary. There was therefore nothing extra. 
ordinary nor irregular in John Hus’s Ap- 

eal. 

As for the Letter which he writ to his 
Friends at Prague, before his Departure for 
the Council, and which was publickly read 


in Bethlehem.Chapel, and. then at Conflance,, 


In fhort, one needs only read John 
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he often complains that it was falfified by 
his Enemies; and therefore, in order to 
judge of chat Letter,it would be _neceflary to 
know what Alterations were made in it. 
Here follows the Subftance of what was 
contained in it, according to the Edition of 
John Hus's Works in 1537, andiss58, He 
intreats his Friends at Prague to continue in. 
the Profeflion of Truth, and expreffles his 
Grief for not being able to preach the Word 
of God in that City, and to confute the 
falfe Reports fpread againft him. He in- 
forms them that he is going to Confance with. 

Safe-Condué&t. He protefts, that if he is 
Condemned by the Council, ie will be un- 
juftly, fince he has never held nor taught 
any falfe Doftrine. He fays he is not igno- 
rant, that he fhall have at Conflance, among 
the Bifhops, Do€tors, Secular Princes, and 
Pharifees, (meaning undoubtedly the Monks) 
more Enemies, and in a greater Number, 
than Chrift had; chat in his Imitation, and 
with his Afliftance, he is refolved to fuffer 
every thing patiently ; and thae whether he 
dies at Conflance, or returns to Prague, he en- 
tirely fubmits to Providence. He adds, 
that if he is difmiffed, he will come home 
innocent, that is, without prevaricating 
againft the Truth of the Gofpel; and thea 
he will be more able to extirpate the Dofrine 
of Antichriff. This is a bold Letter; and 
according to the Principles of the Council, 
it might appear feditious : *Tis not therefore 
furprifing, that it fhould have been alledged 
againft him. But becaufe we know not 
whether it was printed, fuch as it was writ- 
ten, or fuch as it was produced at Conflance, 
we cannot judge of that Piece with any 
Certainty. 

Laftly , John Hus believed the Council 
would profecute him for having faid, that 
Temporal Princes may lawfully invade the 
Eftates of the Clergy. ‘Tis true, he writ a 
Treatife upon that Subje& ; and ice was oc- 
cafioned by this Affertion of Wicliffe, Thas 
Temporal Lords may deprive thefe Clergymen of 
their Eftates, who live in any habitual Sin. 
But it ought to be obferved, that in the very 
Beginning of this Treatife, fohw Hus declares, 
that it is not his Intention that Secular 
Princes fhould invade the Church-Goods arc 
their Pleafure, and by any means whatfo. 
ever, nor that they fhould apply them co 
fuch a Ufe as they think fic. After this Pro- 


teftation, there isnothing in the whole Trea- 
tile, 
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tife, but what has been advanced by the Gat. 


kican Church, @c. to maintain the Rights of 
Regele. Inthe L1Vth Letter, John» Hus al- 
ledges an Argument, . which the Emperor 
fhould have thought unanfwerable, to prove 
that Princes may deprive the Clergy of their 
Eftates. Intimate, fays he, to the Emperor, 
that if @ Man who maintains this Affertion, is 
an Heretick , the Emperor himfelf, and Charles 
IV. his Father have been great Hereticks, fince 
they have frequently invaded the Church-Goods. 
Thefe Five Articles cannot afford a fuffi- 
cient Reafon to burn John Hus; and there- 
fore we muft look for fome other Reafongs 
elfewhere. If all his Books had been known 
ro the Council, fuch a fevere Condemnation 
would appear lefs furprifing; but ‘tis cer- 
tain they did not fee many of them. He 
defired his Friends to conceal as many as 
they could get. The Council did not 
his Anatomy of Antichrif#, wherein the Pope 
and the Church of Rome are all along defcri- 
bed with the moft frightful Colours, and 
wherein he inveighs againft them with a 
Fury and Rudenefs, that can hardly be ex- 
cufed. ‘Tis true, that Work was written 
during the Schifm, and therefore could not 
give fo much Offence, as if it had been 


written at fome other Time, fince the moft 


Catholick Doors did not fcruple to call 
the Antipopes Antichrif#, and to compare 
the Church of Rome, as it was then, to the 
great Whore of the Revelations. However, 
if the Fathers of the Council had feen that 
Work, they would doubtlefs have extracted 
out of it many fcandalous Articles, which 
might have given a better Colour tO their 
Condemnation. The fame ought to be faid 
of his Letters. Had they been made pub- 
lick, they would have been fufficient to 
condemn him, even juftly, according to the 
Principles of the Council. He beftows all 
along, in thofe Letters, the odious Name of 
Antichrift upon the Pope, the See of Rome, 
the Roman Church, and the Council. He 
ufes that Council in the moft injurious 
Manner. J hear frequently the People of Sua- 
bia fay, (they are John Hus’s Words in his 
Xilth Letter, ) that above Thirty Years will 
be requifite t0 expiate the Infamies, which have 
been committed here by the Council. Moft People 
are {candalized to fee fo many execrable Things. 
In the XliIch Lecter, wherein he mentions 
the Condemnation of John XXIII. he plain- 
ly fays, the whole Council is guilty of the 
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main Crime for which that Pope has been 
condemned, vix. Simony, and thar it is 
ratticed even at Conflance. In the XIXth 
etter, he enumerates the Errors which the 
Council was guilty of, fuch as falfifying the 
Articles extra&ted out of his Books, and 
worthipping a Pope, whom he knew to be 
a Simoniack, an Heretick, a Murderer, and 
a Sodomite. 
But becaufe neither chofe Letters, nor 
many of his Books, and in particular, she 
Anatomy of Antichriff, were Seri to the 
Council, they ought not to be reckoned 
among the Motives of his Condemnation. 
We mutft therefore have recourfe to fome 
other Reafons. Tis certain, that without 
reckoning thofe Books, which have been 
juft now mentioned, ohn Hus did very 
much expofe himfelf, not only by feveral 
Pieces that were publick, but alfo by his 
Converfations. He inveighed upon all Oc. 
cafions againft the Pope, the Cardinals, Bi. 
fhops, and Monks, and generally againft all 
the Clergy, upbraiding them in a biting and 
Satyrical Stile with their vaft Wealth, Ava. 
rice and Ambition, Ignorance, and diforder- 
ly Lives. Hincille Lacryme. ‘The following 
Lines, taken from an old Manufcripr, have 
been prefixed to John Hus's Works: Whilg 
John Hus was contented to inveigh again the 
Vices of the Laity, every body oid » he had 
the Spirit of God ; but he began to grow odious, 
as foon as he attacked the Clergy, becanfe he 
touched the Sore. One cannot certainly ju. 
{tify fo much Paffion and Anger in a Chri. 
ftian, efpecially in a Prieft, who ought to 
give an {Example of Moderation and Sub- 
miffion to his Superiors, even when they 
make an ill Ufe of their Power, But abating 
John Hus’s Way of exprefling himfelf, his 
Complaints againft che Clergy were not pe- 
culiar to him, efpecially fince the Schifm ; 
and one needs only read the Works of Peter 
d Ailly ( Petrus Alliacus ), Francis Zarabella, 
Theodorick de Niem, Nicolas de Clemangis, Hene 
ricus de Hafia, John Gerfon, Paulus Anglus, 
Theodorick de Vrie, &c. to find as bold things 
upon that Head, as in Zohn Hys’s Books, 
Nay, to go no farther than Bohemia, the 
Speeches, which Stephen Paletz, Maurice of 
Prague, and fome,other Bohemian Dottors, 
pronounced in a full Council againft the 
Avarice, Ambition, Ignorance, lradecli. 


Simony, and all the other Vices of the Cler- 
gy, would be as many Apologies for John 
Hes. What | 








DECEMBER 


What 
Divine guilty of ? One of the greateft (con- 


Herefies therefore wis that Bobemian 


tines Mr. Lenfant) is, in my Opinion, his 
teaching, that the Charch of Rome is not the 
Mother and the Head of the univerfal Church ; 
that the Pope and the Cardinals are not cffential 
tothe Church, and that fhe might be without 
them. But this was not a Dorine unheard 
of at that time ; and it could not appear ve- 
ry ftrange to a great Part of Chriftendom , e- 
fpecially fince the great Wefern Schifm, The- 
odorick de Vrie in his Hiftory of the Council 
of Conffance, written at that very time , or 
not long after, advances a Propofition, which 
contains the whole Do&trine of John His 
concerning the Church. He introduces Je- 
fus Chrift {peaking to his Church in thefe 
Words : That I may be thy Spoufe , "tis enough 
if there is one righteous Man upou Earth, though 
every Body elfe fhould be guilty of Herefy; and 
he fays in another Place, that ad the righteous 
and faithful who ave in the World, and live a 
holy Life, are the true Spoufe of Ghrift, though 
he had no Vicar upon Earth. ‘Johm Hus never 
expreffed himfelf miore freely about the 
Church of Rome, the Pope, and the Cardi- 
nals, than Gerfon did in his Treatife de aufe- 
ribilitate Pape ab Ecclefia, and in another con- 
cerning the Reformation of the Church, which 
he writ not Jong before the Council. He 
fays among other Things in this laftTreatife, 
“ That the univerfal Church confifts of di- 
verfe Members, which make but one Bo. 
“* dy, Greeks, Latins, Barbarians, Men, Wo- 
men, Peafants, Noblemea, Poor or Rich, 
‘* provided they believe in Chrift. That 
“ Chrift is the only Head of that Church ; 
and that others, viz. the Pope, the Car- 
dinals and Prelates, the Clergy, Kings and 
Princes, and the People, are the Members 
“ of it, though in a different Degree. That 
** it cannot be faid that the Pope is the Head 
“* of that Church, but only the Vicar of Je- 
fus Chrift, performing his Fun&ions up- 
on Batth, dum clavis nom erret. That eve- 

ry Man may be faved in that Church, 
“ though there was no Pope in the World, 
and it were impoffible to find one ; be- 
“ caufe the Faith of Jefus Chrift is only 
grounded upon that univerfai. Church, 
and becaufe the has received the Power of 
binding and lcofing, which Power would 
be preferved in ali che Faithful that are in 
the World, though there was no Pope. 
* That Infallibility and Indefefibility belong 
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“ to¢hat Church. But there is another pare 
** ticular and private Church, called Apofto- 
“ jical, which is inclofed in the univerfal 
“ Church, and confifts of the Pope, Cardi- 
‘** nals, Prelates, and the inferior Clergy. 
It is ufaal, fays he, to call that Church the Ro- 
man Church ; and “tis thought the Pope is the 
Head of it, and that the other Réclefafiicks are 
its Members. That Church may err, deceive bér 
Self and others, be Heretical and Schifmatical, 
and even fall off entirely ; and fhe has wo other 
Authority, but what phe receives from the ani- 
verfal Church , whofe Infirument and Minifter 
foe is. Ass for the Popes, here follows whac 
he fays of them in the fame Treatife. “ Thac 
“ it ought to be fuppofed that all the Con- 
** ftitutions and Laws made in Favour of the 
“ Pope, the Cardinals, Prelates, Gc. will 
“not turn neither direQly nor indire&ly, 
‘** neither in the Whole nor in Part, to the 
** Prejudice or Divifion of the Church. 
“. That if an Hereditary King may be de- 
** pofed for the good of a Kingdom, much 
“ more isit lawful to depofe a Pope ele&ed 
“ by Cardinals, whofe Father and Grand- 
“* father were fo poor that they could nor 

eat their Belly-full of Beans. That ’cis. 
very hard to fee the Son of a Fifherman 
of Venicein Poffeflion of the Pontificate, 
* to oe Prejudice of the wholkeChurch, 
“ and of fo many Kings, Princes, and Pre- 
** lates, and that he fhould be the Caufe of 
“fo many Diforders and Scandals. That 
“ the Decretals, Clementines, Sc. were mere 
** Contrivances of Fraud, Avarice, and Am- 
* bition, to fupport the Papal Authority, 

which Chrift has only conferred for ever 
upon thofe, who-love God in Truth, and 
‘* with all cheir Hearts, Gc." This is fuf- 
ficient to fhew that John Hw’s Do&trine con-. 
cerning the Roman Church and the Pope was: 
not different from that of the moft Learned. 
Doéors of his time. 

Thus, continues the Auther, all Things duly: 
confidered, I can only find two plaufible 
Reafons for the Condemnation of Zohn Has 
The firft is, that he conflantly refufed to. 
condemn the Opinions of Me¢liffe , and re- 
prefented him as a holy Man upon many 
Occafions. But he declared to the Council, 
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that he never defigned to maintain the Errors 
of any Body ; and as for Wiclife, that he 
was ready to fub{cribe to the Condemnation 
of his Articles, if they could thew him the 
Falfity thereof by. the Scripture. Befides, 
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it appears from his Examination, that he was 
not of Wieliffe’s Opinion about the Eucha- 
rift, and that he only maintained thofe Arti- 
cles of that Ewglifb Divine , which concern- 
ed the Pope, the Church of Rome, Tithes, 
Indulgences, Ecclefiaftical Cenfures, cc. 
Now, one may boldly affirm chat all the 
Dostors of that time, who defired a Refor- 
mation , and exclaimed againft the Tyranny 
of the Popes, and the diforderly Lives of 
the Clergy, were as many Wieliffits and Hu/- 
fites, and even that the wifeft Part of the 
Council confifted of fuch Men. The other 
Reafon is, that john Hus by his Sermons and 
Writings, and by his violent and paflionate 
Condutt, had very much contributed co the 
Troubles of Bohemia. But if there was a 
Neceffity ro punith thofe, who had occafion- 
ed fo many Evils, the Council fhould have 
gone back higher than Zohn Hus, aud made a 
more general Decifion. All the Writers and 
Orators of that time, not one excepted, did 
not (cruple to afcribe the Caufe of Herefies, 
and in particular of that of John Hus, to the 
icandalous Lives ofthe Popes, to the Schifm, 
the want of Difcipline, and the general De- 
pravation of the Clergy. And therefore, if, 
according to thofe Authors, Herefy was the 
Occafion of the Troubles of Bohemia ; the 
Condu@ of che Popes , and the diforderly 
Lives of the Clergy of Rome having occaft- 
oned Herefy , the Council fhould have ufed 
a general Indulgence or a general Seve- 
rity. 

In all that I have faid concerning the Do. 
Grine and Condu& of john Hus , my only 
Defign ( fays Mr. Lenfant) was co clear feve~ 
ral Things, which have been mifreprefented. 
Ic appears from this Account that John Hx 
was ata confiderable Diftance from the Do- 
&rines. which Luther preached about a hun- 
dred Years after. Nay, he did not go fo far 
as Wicliffe, though properly {peaking, he was 
his Martyr, fince he took from him ail che 
Principles , which occafioned his Condem- 
nation; and he might doubrlefs have avoid- 
ed ir, had he been willing to condemn that 
Englifh Divine. Tis true one can hardly 
doubr, that if Zohn Hus had lived longer, 
and more quietly, his Principles would have 
carried him much farther. The Emperor 
was aware of it, when he faid that in cafe 
John Hus fhould retra&, he fhould not be al- 
Jowed tu return into Bohemia, nor to preach 
any where : That Prince forefaw that a Man 
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of John Hus’s Charafter was not fi 

half way. Fobn Hus himfelf fatfcientiy eee 
in fome of his Letters, that he was not hatif- 
fied with the Progrefs he had made in the 
Knowled e of the pure Do&rine of the Go- 
{pel. Inhis fecond Letter, he hopes that if 
he returns to Prague, God will enable him 
to know better and better the Gofpel-Truths 
In th e XIth Letter , he hopes God will ore. 
ferve Bethlehem-Chapel, and that his oka 
will be more fruitful by the Miniftry of o 
thers, than by hisown. Ia the XIlth, he 
fays, that “thofe who have condemned his 
Py Do&rine, will fly away up and down like 

Butterflies, and chat their Statutes will 
“lait no longer than Cobwebs”. 7%, 
Council of Conftance, fays he in the XIIIth 
Letter, will mor reach fo far as Bohemia, 1 
think many Members of that Council will be 
dead , before my Works can be taken away from 
you. All thofe Men being difperfed like Storks 
will perceive at the coming af the Winter , what 
they have done in the Summer. Such Thoughts 
running continually in his Mind , occurred 
to his Imagination in his Sleep; and though 
he did not take his Dreams to be fupernatu- 
ral, as he fays in exprefs Words, yet he was 
fond of them. He dreamed one Night that 
he had painted Jefus Chrift upon the Walls 
of Bethlebem-Chapel, and that his Work had 
been defaced at the fame time , but the next 
Day many Painters more skilful than he, 
having drawn feveral PiQures of Jefus 
Chrift much finer than his, they defied all 
the Bifhops and Priefts to deface thofe Pi- 
étures. 

When he was obliged to go away from 
Prague. by reafon of his Sufpenfion, he writ 
to his Friends,(alluding to his Name, which 
fignifies @ Goofe,) that @ Goofe * is # tame Crea» 
ture, which does not fly very high ; but that other 
Birds would fly [wift above the Snares of the E- 
nemy. This Paflage has in all Probability 
Occafioned a certain Tradition, importing 
that John Hus foretold Luther's Reformation 
in thefe Words, which he is faid to have 
fpoke before his Judges : You roaft a Geofe to 
Day ; but a Hundred Years hence there will ape 
pear a white Swan, whom you will never be able 
to deftroy, This pretended Prophecy feems 
to have been invented after the Event, to 
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make a Prophet of Jobe Has, and to afcribe 


a divine Miffion to Luther. The two Rela- 
tions of Jebn Has's Life and Death , written 
by his own Difciples and conftane Hearers, 
fay nothing of ic. Befides, in the Words 
juft now mentioned, he does not {peak of a 
Swan, but of Birds in general, without de- 
termining any time. Nay, ic will appear 
from the next Words, that Jobn Hus means 
rather the prefent time, than the time to 
come. Inflead of a weak and fearful Goofe, 
God (fays he) has fent to Prague Hawks and 
Eagles, whofe Sight is quicker than that of orber 
Birds, and they carry them all away to Fefus 
Chrif. Thisis what he fays elfewhere in 
plainer Words. 1 hope there will be better 
Workmen after me, ( nay, there are fome alrea- 
dy,) who will better difcover the Malice of An- 
tichrift, and facrifice their Lives for the Truth of 
the Gofpel. There is nothing in all this, but 
what is very natural , and might eafily come 
into the Mind of a Man of Fain Hus’s Chae 
rafter, efpecially confidering how Things 
ftood then in Bohemia, and in fome other 
Parts of the World. 
From what has been faid it plainly appears, 
that if John Hus did not go farther , it was 
not becaufe he thought there was nothing 
elfe codo. And therefore, if the Proteftants 
cannot fay that he died a Martyr for thofe 
Truths, which they profefs co believe ; they 
may at leait look upon him as an excellent 
Fore runner of the Reformation. But be. 
caufe Men are not burnt for their inward 
Sentiments , whatever Projets John Hus 
might have formed, to carry farther the Re. 
formation of the Church of Rome, they can- 
not juftify the Council for treating him in 
fuch a cruel and barbarous manner. obs 
Hus, even by the Confeffion cr his Enemies, 
equalled and perhaps furpaffed the greateft 
Men of his Time, by his learning and noble 
Endowments, and by the Regularity of his 
Life. Any one who reads his Letters, will 
admire, (notwithftanding the Bicternefs of 
his Style,) the Greatnefs and Piety of his 
Sentiments, the Nicenefs of his Confcience, 
his Charity towards his Enemies, his Faith. 
fulnefs and Love for his Friends , his Grati- 
tude towards his Benefa&tors ; but above all, 
a’ Steadinefs of Soul, atténded with an ad- 
-‘mirable Modefty and Humility. If Jehn 


. Hus had writ thofe Letters in Hopes that they 
* would be made publick, he “ym be fufpe- 
Ged of aQing 


e Part of an Hypocrite to 
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impofe upon the World. But they were 
written and fent with great Caution to ioti- 
mate Friends, who could not have publithed 
them without expofing him and themfelves 
too, becaufe he {poke of the Popes, and the 
Church of Rome, and even of the Council - 
with an extraordinary Freedom. 

Mr. Lenfant concludes, That if a modern 
Writer did not fcruple to make an Apology 
for Jobn XXIII. who was accufed and, partly 
convicted of the moft abominable Crimes , 
he could do no Iefs, than what he has done, 
to juftify Jobs Hay. : 


The Readers are doubtle{sfenfible, that I could 
not have omitted thefe Reftexions upen John 
Hus’s Trial, without leaving them in the Dark 
as to bis Opinions, which have been mifreprefent« 
ed through the Negligence or Partiality of Hifce 
vians. The Execution of that Bohemian Door 
has made fo great a Noife in the Chriftian World, 
and the Church of Rome bas been fo often »p= 
braided with it, that al the Curious muft necas 
be well pleafed te have an exa Account of his 
Dorine. 
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QUASTIO MEDICA propofita 
ab ill. ac nob.’ D. D. JOANNE 
BAPTISTA GASTALDI, Re- 
gis Chriftianiffimi Confiliario, & 
Medico ordinario, Medicinz do- 
&ore in Avenionenfi Academia, 
& Aggregato Profeffore primario 
& Botanico , fub hac verborum 
ferie, An alimentorum coctio, (em di- 
geftio, a fermentatione vel a tritu fim 


at, &c. Avenione. MDCCXIII. 


That is, A PHYSICAL DISSERTA- 
TION upon this Queftion, Whether 
Digeftion is performed by Fer- 
mentation or: Trituration, w rit- 
ten by JOHN BAPTIST GAS- 
TALDI, M. D. Counfellor and Phy- 
fician in Ordinary “ the Moft Chrifti- 
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an King, and Profeffor of Phyfick in 


the Univerfity of Avignon. 
non: Printed for John Delorme. 
MDCCXIIL. in12. page. 45. 


This Piece will not come to my Hands. Here 


follows an Account of it, taken from the Journal 
des Scavans. 


HE Do&trine of Digeftion by Tritura- 

tion came out at a lime when Anato- 
my was little known: Hence it is, accord- 
ing to fome Phyficians, that this Doctrine 
was well approved at firft. But many give 
jt a more ancient Original, and pretend that 
it began in the very time of Hippocrates ; 
waiich isthe Reafon why fome Phyficians 
maintained then, that.the Ventricle is only 
the Receptacle of Meat , which being dilu- 
red and bruifed in the Mouth, continues to 
be bruifed inthe Stomach,and by that means 
is turned into Chyle; and that Drink, which 
cannot be bruifed by Reafon ‘of its Liquidi- 
ty, goes into the Lungs, and not into the 
Stomach , where it would rather prevent 
than promote Trituration. Hippocrates, as 
one may fee in his Fourth Book of Difeafes, 
attacked an Opinion fo contrary to Reafon 
and: Experience; and he informs us that he 
did it, becaufe that Error had already many 
Favourers. The DoG&rine we {peak of, did 
not hold out long ‘againft the. Arguments of 
Heppocrates ;.and the Ruin of fuch a grofs 


Error was quickly attended with the Down- 


fallof the Syftem, which had occafioned ic. 
Bot Erafifratus raifed it up again; and that 
Syftem having been fupported for fome 
time, fell anew into Oblivion , till fome 
modern Authors endeavoured to retrieve it. 
Dr. Gaflaldi anfwers the chief Arguments 
alledged by thofe Authors in Favour offuch 
aSyftem ; and to fet Things in a better 
Light, he fhews, in the firft Place, how Fer- 
mentation , according tothe Dofrine of 
Phyficians, contributes to the Digeftion of 
Food. Afterwards he mentions the parti- 
cular Opinion of thofe, who pretend that 
Digeftion is only performed by the grinding 
of the Aliments in the Stomach. Laftly, 


he refolves the Queftioa in the following 
manner. 


The Aliments receive their firft Prepara- 


t.on in the Mouth, where they are at firft 


Avig-. 
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bruifed by the Teeth, and impregnated wi 
the Spittle : But the Spittle alee: roa. : 
ment, one may very well belicye that fome 
Fermentation muft arife from that Mixture. 
For we ought not to make a great Account 
of what is faid of the Spittle by thofe who 
reject Fermentation, viz. That it ferves on. 
ly fo dilute Meat , and to moiften the Vef. 
{els it is to gothrough. If this be true. 
how comesit that Nature, which does no. 
thing in vain, has put into the Spittle a great 
Number of heterogeous Particles, fince mere 
Water would have been more prepers to pro. 
duce the Effect we fpeak of ? Befides, ’tis 
obferved, that when the Spittle is very wa. 
tery, and confequently more able to dilute 
Food, and to moiften the Paffages , Digefti. 
on is not fo well performed : But the con. 
trary fhould happen, were it true that moi- 
ftening and diluting are the only Effe&s of 
that Liquor. Ie muft therefore be confef. ° 
fed, that che Spittle affords for the Work of 
Digeftion, fomething difforent froma dilute 
ing Water; thar is, Saline Particles which 
produce a beginning of Fermentation in the 
Aliments, whilft they are ftill in the Mouth, 
and then a greater Fermentation when they 
get into the Stomach. And indeed our 
Food receives fo confiderable and quick an 
Alteration in our Stomach, that nothing but’ 
fuch a powerful Agent , as Fermentation, 
can produce that Effeé&t: For how can the 
effential Parts of Food be thus divided, but 
by Fermentation ? How can any other 
Caufe, but a Ferment , feparate the Princi- 
ples of a mixed Body in fuch a manner, - 
that thofe Principles will have a new Come 
bination, and form a new Compound ? Bee 
fides, how canny one forbear afcribing to 
Ferments the feveral Alterations which the 
Aliments undergo in the Stomach, fince Fer- 
ments are to be found in it every where: 
Firft, a Spittle which continually. falls into 
it ; fecondly, a particular Juice, called the. 
ftomachal Juice, which is afforded by the 
Stomach it felf ; thirdly, fome remains of 
the Food which has been digefted ; and lafte 
ly, the Aliments, which are fo full of betes 
rogeneous and fermentative Particles, . that 
they ferment by thémfelves, even beforerthey 
get into the Sromach. Let us:add the bill- 
ous Juice and the pancreatick Juice, which 
mix together cowards the out-let of the Stoe 
mach, where they finifh the Digeftion in, 


the Dusdenum ; and let us acknowledge here . 


the 





- the Uniformity of Nature, which begins 
the Work of Digeftion in the Mouth by the 


of Fermentation, and goes on with it- 
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in the Stomach by the fame Help. 
-  ‘Thefe are (fays the Author ) Ras of the 
Reafons, which prove that Digeftion is per- 
formed by Fermentation. Here follow 
(continues he) the Arguments alledged by 
the Followersof Erafftratus for Trituration. 
Three Things, fay they, are neceffary for 
the Digeftion by Frituration, viz. a Liquor 
which dilutes Food,.a Force that can bruife 
it, and a Place proper to. receive it: Now 
thofe Three Things are to be found in us; 
therefore, fay they, che Aliments are digefted 
by Trituration, But this Argument may 
eafily be anfwered. 1. The great Quantity 
of the Liquid will rather hinder than help 
Trituration: Now it cannot be denied, that 
the Drink and Spittle which go down into 
the Stomach, are in a very confiderable 
Quantiy and therefore both ofthem would 
be an Obftacle to Digeftion. 2, The grind. 
ing Force of the Stomach, as,it has been 
demonftrated by Dr. 4ffruc ¢, a-Learned 
Phyfician of ‘Montpellier, amounts to Three 
Ounces at moft, and thofe of the Mufcles of 
the Abdomen to Four Pounds; and confe- 
quently that Force is far from being capable 
of producing the Trituration afcribed to it. 
*Tis crue, ic has been obje&ed to Dr. 4fruc, 
that in his Computation he takes the lateral 
Preffion, which is a fmall Matter, for the 
direét Preffion, which is very confiderable ; 
but that ObjeGion bas not been fupported 
by any Proof. Befides, fuppofing that 
Dr. 4fruce was miftaken, which is not true, 
we fhall add, that the Aion of the Longi- 
tudinal Fibres of the Stomach has but a very 
fmal! Strength to grind the Aliments, fince 
all its Power contifts in contraéting thofe 
Fibres, and bringing their Extremities fome- 
what nearer; which certainly can hardly 
contribute to Tricuration, efpecially when 
there is little Food in the Stomach. Thus 
Dr. Afirue's Objetion, which way foever it 
be confidered, remains in its full. Force, 
The Diaphragm .and the Mufcles of the 
“Abdomen, as we are told by thofe who affere 
~ Trituration, have a great Force to grind 





t See the 1% Volume of thefe Memoirs, 
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the Aliments;.and they fay, that were it 
not for fuch a Help, Digeftion could not 
be eafily explained by Triturarion. And 
yet thofe Fifhes, which have no Diaphrapm, 
and whofe Mufcles of the Abdomen; by 
reafon of their Smallnefs and Situation, 
have hardly any Strength, can digeft very 
folid Food. ‘That Force of the Diaphragm, 
as we are told, is equivalent to the Weight 
of 248235 Pounds: How then can Tricu- 
ration be performed, when that Force is 
wanting ? 

What we obferve in Birds that live upon 
Grain, and in ruminating Animals, is noc 
more confiftent with the Syftem of Tritu- 
ration. Thofe Birds that live upon Grain, 
have Two Stomachs provided with many 
Sets of Fibres: The Firft, which goes by 
the Name of Grop, and lies immediately un- 
der the Throat, receives the Grain at its 
coming out of the Ocfophagus: That Grain 
finds there a Juice, which begins to diffolve 
it, and produces the fame Effect as a Man's 
Spittle in his Mouth: Afterwards the Grain 
being gh agg with that Juice, goes 
dowa into the Second Stomach, called Gi- 
fard, where by the Help of the firft Juice 
which goes along with it, and of another 
much ftronger ftill, which it receives from 
a large Conglomerated Gland lying in .the 
Beginning of that Second Stomach, it is ar 
Jatt perfeedly digefted, °Tis true, this Sta 
mach is ftrengtbened by Four Digaftrick 
Mufcles, whole Structire, as well as that of 
the Four Sets of Fibres of which it confilts, 
may very much help that Diffolution ; but 
Nature has been fo careful to put ftron 
Ferments into thofe Stomachs, that it fuffi- 
ciently appears from thence, that chofe Fer- 
ments are the main Caufe of Digeftion, 
‘The Author exaétly thews, how ruminating 





Animals digeft their Food; and what he ° 


obferves upon this Head, is inconfilent 


with the De&rine of Trituration. 

We are obliged to conclude for fear of 
being too prolix. A Modern Author % has 
writcen, that thofe Phyficians who maintain 





% Dr. Heequet. See the It Volume of 
thefe Memoirs, Numb. LXVITT. at the Ena 
of the Itt Article. See alfo Numb. VIL in the 
ame Volume, at the Beginning of the Tt <Ar- 
ticle, : ~ 


Ter 


that 
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that Digeftion is performed by Fermentation, 
are raving and mad Men. We kave itto 
the Impartial Readers, who fhall confule 
- this Differtation, to judge of the Matter. 





iil. 


FABULA de Hippocrate, Democriti in- 
{ania medicinam adbibere juffo, ex 
hiftoria veterum Philofophorum eli- 
minatia C. A. H. 


This Piece has been communicated to the Authors 
of the A&a Eruditorum. 


Imis credula eft mortalitas in hiftoriis 
antiquis. Sufficit plerifque, rem olim 
narratamefle. Non expenditur, an res veri 
habeat fpeciem, nec quam autor quifgue fit 
fide dignus, inquiritur. Scilicet fecure hic 
dormitur, & ut Taciti verba de mor. Germ. 
cap. 34 paulum immutata faciam mea, fan- 
&ius ac reverentius nobis viderur, de al¥is ven 
rerum credere, quam feire. Philofophorum 
faltim hiftoriam decebat ab fabulis efle im- 
munem, g:Aduud@ enim non eft giasaroG, 
Verim ifta quoque hiftoria tot fcatet fabu- 
lis, ut vix. Hercules par videatur expurgan- 
do huic ftabulo.. Multas tamen jam fabulas 
hic viderunt & exploferunt felicioraingenia: 
plures oftendet cautior pofterites. Liceac 
mihi jam errorem hiftoricum tollere e vita 
Democriti, que pluribus foedata fabulis eft. 
Cui enim: non diftus eft Democritus oculis 
fe privaffe ? Teftantur id monumenta hifto- 
rie Grece, ad que provocat Ged.us in NoGi« 
bus fais 1:b. .X. cam 17. teftantur alii com- 
_plures. Sed mera fabula eft. Ciceroni jam 
olim fraus mendacis Grecia fuboluit, Lid. V. 


do Finibus ita {Cribenti: Democritus vere fal- 


fone dicitur oculis fe privaffé. Plutarchus li- 
bro gti mautegyuoourns plane falfum id 
effe pronuntiat. Inter recentiores cordatif- 
fimus quilgve..Plutarcho subferibic., Jac. 
Thomafias in Def de nigreding niais, Tomo 


El. Obfervat Halenfium in"etta, §. 2. p. 329. ° 


fo. Clericus Logic P LiL cap. 2. § 8, Dan. 
Clericus in Hiforia Medicine T. 1. p.. 92. 
Belius. in. Difion;rio, p.. 5030. Unde hec 
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fabula fit orta, fi ex me queres, crediderim. 
Democritum prez fenio cecum fa&tum effe. 
En occafionem fabule! Certe eum ad ulti. 
mam perveniffe fene&utem, auétores con. 
fentiunt. Sed mitto hanc fabulam, progref- 
furus ad aliam, nullo fraudis metu vulgo re. 
ferri folitam. Audiamus, quxfo, eam. Cum 
externarum rerum incuriofus Democritus in 
folitudine philofopharetur & humana omnia 
ridetet, Abderite eum infania cofreptum 
effe putarunt, Quare legatum mittunt ad 
Hippocratem .cum litteris, quibus euth ro. 
gitant, ut quamprimum adveniat, infelicem 
cusaturus Philofophum. Hippocrates di&o 
Abderitarum protinus audiens advolat Ab. 
deram. Verum nihil infanie animadvertere 
licuit m Democrito. Potius Hippocrates, 


fummam ejus fapientiam demiratus , Abde. 


ritas docuit, Democritum perfpediffime fa. 
pere, ipfos vero eo laborare morbo, quo 
conflitari dicant Democritum: Memoratu 
profe&o digna fuit hec hiftoria, fi quidem 
vera eft. « Nec credibile, cam fuifle preteri. 
turos veteres, in tot mronumentis tam cre. 
bram tamque honorificam injicientes men- 
tionem Democriti. At vero nec Cicero, 
nec Gellius, nec Valerius Maximus, nec 
ZElianus, nec Seneca, nec alii veterum id 
memoria prodiderunt. Hippocrates quo- 
que in tot fuis operibus nufpiam ejus rei me- 
minit. Quid? quod Diogenes Laertius, 
fatis diligenter Jib. X. hiftoriam Democriti 
defcribens, tacer, &, dum facet, clamat una 
cum ceteris, quos nominavi, lianc efle fabu- — 
lam. Sola igitur epiftolaruam Hippocrati 
vulgo tributarum ( que exffant in Operibus 
Hippocratis, & hine Latine in Sranlejo, 
p: 889, feqg. & in Thomalii Hiforia fapicntia 
& fiuktitie T. WU. p- 8. feq7, quorum uterque 
eas agnofcit pro genuinis ) fide & auttoritate 
nititur illa relatio, neque vel Stanlejns vel 
doftifftmus ejus Interpres alium quenquamn 
fcriptorem adjunxerunt teftem. Nec vero 
diffimulare fas eff, eandem hifforiam in So- 
rani Vita Hippocratis legi. En verba e¢jps 
Latine reddira : 4b Abderitanis etiam vocatus 
ct (Hippocrates), ut eo fe conferret, OG Demo- 
critum quidem infania laborantem curaret, fo- 
tam vero urbem pcfte liberarer, Sed eonftat 
inter-eruditos, autorem hunc Sorani nomea 
mentiri. Immo eum jftis epiflolis juniorem 
effe, vel ex eo facile crediderim, quod addity 
Hippoeratem ideo quoque arceflicum effe ab 
Abderitis, vt urbem peftilentia. liberarat. - 


Hac enim de re in memaratis epiftolis ne 
. mu Mitat 














adeo hoc novum fit additamentum , recepte 
jam fabule attextum. Hinc manifeftum fir, 
non alio tibicine niti hiftoriam iftam, quam 
fictitiis illis epiftolis.. Hic mihi neceffita. 
tem video impofitam probandi, epiftolas illas 
‘inter falfas merces effe rejiciendas. Ac fa- 
cile quidem cordato Le&ori id peer: 
Primum namque Diogenes ille Laertius in 
Vita Democriti non folum nullam earum fa- 
cit mentionem, fed etiam eas fua zxtate fu- 
‘ iffe incognitas, filentio indicat fuo, vel, fi 
jam tum exftitcrunt, non obfcure rejicit. 
Longam enim fcriptorum Democriti recenfi- 
onem hifce verbis concludit: Cetera que ad 
- jllum ( Democritum) guidam referunt, partim 
ex ejus opufculis decerpta, partim omnino aliena 
confenfa omnium funt. Ergo Democriti illa ad 
Hippocratem epiftola: ergo & Hippocratis 
illa ad Democritum cum ceteris, Deinde & 
hoc certiffimum yvodsas indicium habeo, 
quod epiftole ie perfectum hiftorie ordi- 
nem ita fequuntuy, ut nullus plane in hifto- 
ria hiatus appareat. Cerce nullo modo mihi 
fic verofimile, tales epiftolas vere {criptas 
fuifle, vel, fi vel maxime revera feriptz fu- 
ilfent, univerfas fuifle ad pofteritatem ferva- 
tas. Ne Ciceronis quidem epiftolas amnes 
Tyro, libertus ejus dodiffimus, confervare 
potuit, nec eas, quas vindicavit ab interitu, 
eo, quo fcripre fuerant, exhibet ordine. 
Plinius quoque epiftolas fuas collegic atque 
edidit, mon fervaté temporis ordine, Lib. I. 
epift. 1. Acqui Ciceronis ac Plinii evo lon- 
ge major erat hominum curiofitas ac ftudium 
in talibus confervandis, quam antiquioribus 
temporibus. Atque hoc argumencum late 
patet, & ad alias quoque veteribus cribui 
folitas epiftolas accommodari poteft, quarum 
vecenfym facie Vir dottiffimus, J. A. Fabri- 
cius Bibl. Grae. Bib. I] cap vo. quibus addi 


debent Solomonis ad Vaphrem Aigypti, & 


Hiramum Tyri Regem epiftole, quas ex 
Eufebio nuper inferpit Codici Pfeudepigraphe 
V. T. idem Fabricius p. 1020. feqq. Dia 
modo, non effe credibile, ‘confervaras -fuifle 
omnes illas epiftolss, fi vel maxime f{cripte 
fuiflene. Jam oftendam, ne id quidem pro- 
habile effe,.eas omeino Icriptas fuifle. Age 
videamus iplum ordinem & argumentam 
earum, de quibus difutamus, epiltolarum, 
que mugis eluceat, incredibile efle, eas illis 
deberi aucoribus, quibus vulgo teibuuntur. 
Prima Senacus populufg; Abderitarum per 


lagatum, mitcant EM ppocrati-litteras, quibus 
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mufficat quidem Ss. P. 2 Abderitanus ; ut: 
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333 
eum orant, ut curandi Democriti gratia fine 
mora ad ipfos veniat. Altera'epiftola, de- 
clamatoriis formulis amplificata, refpondec 
Hippocrates, fe celeriter adventurum. Si. 
ftamus hic gradum. Quis credere poffit, 
Abderitas tam Jongam miffuros fuifle epifto- 
Jam? Publice fcripre epiftole breviter & 
cum decenti gravitate voluntatem five Prin- 
cipis five Reip. exponunt. Quis porro, fi 


_rem fecum reputet, fibi perfuaderi patiatur, 


integram aliquam Remp. folenni legatione 
arcefficuram effe Medicum civis vel prz- 
ftantiflimi curandi caufa? non id potius fe- 
cifle cognates & amicos Democriti? Ad 
hec quis nefcit, prefentem. virtutem: con- 
temni, poft fata demum Jaudari? Ac. in ifta 
epiftola tantis ornatur laudibus Democritus, 
ut majoribus non poffit. Hic Democritus 
vocatur aterna gloria iUius urbis: timent, ne ff 
Democritus mente motus fuerit, calum-ruat, O 
Abderitarum Refp. peffundetur Altera epiftole, 
nempe re{ponforia Hippocratis, eque inepta 
eft, & declamatorem manifefto. prodie auro- 
rem. Quam enim ridiculum elt, longam 
mittere epiftolam ad eos, ad quos jam pre- 
ficifci nulla interpofita mora cogitgs ? quam 
ameycdlmumy, in ejus generis epiltola mi). 
tis philofophari, fuamque oftentare fapient:- 
am? Sed tanta eft feftinatio Hippocratis 
{cilicet, ut aliam quoque fatis longam icrip. 
feric epiftolam ad Philopeemenem Abderi- 
tam, Cujusufurus erat hofpitio. Ia hac non 
jam folum declamitat Hippocrates. ille \ae- 
forsuat >, fed plane vaticinatur. Praedicit 
ehim, fore, ur Democritum fatis fanum of-. 
fender, & Abderite per igaorantiam eum 
babeant pro infano. Quam hae abhorrence 
ab omni veri {pecie! Sed nondum fatis nu- 
garum. Nam quatuor adhuc alias ance 
scripfic epiftolas Hippocrates ,. quam ad iter 
definatuns (ele accingeret. Prima data eft 
ad Dionyfium quendam, quem rogar, ut 
ipfo abfente rei familiaris curaar gerat, ac 
Maxime uxoris, ne forte in thorum Hippo- 
ctatis admiteac alios:. fcilicet nufquam tuta 
fides. Altera eft ad Damagetum, a gno pr ~ 
tit, ut navis Rhodi comparande curam gem. 
rat, qua vehi velit Abderam, Terria rar 
fus ad Philopeemenem, cui nerrat foarnium 
fuum de Democrito, § promitrit, fe prope 
diem Abderam.eam ob rem, cujuscauls vo. . 
catus erat, venturum effe. Quarta eft ad 
Cracevam, quem ropat, ut herbas varii ge 
neris, quibus ufurus-fic ad Democritum co 
randum ,. colliges atque ad fe muittag «Sei! 

cet 


— 











cet hoeeit feftinars ad. egrotum, qui, dom 
, gaglitut, dum comitor Hippocrates, centies 
-mifere perire poterat, Sequitur epiftola 
Hippocratis alia Abdere: {cripta ad Damage- 
pum, cui non tam epiftolam, quam librom 
-mittit, eique 


lubee cam fub;examen:revocare. - Iilud:rogo 


Le&orem gpitu fatis acuto preditum ,:ut at- 


tente eam legat., Spondeo, cum judicatu- 
rum, & hanc & ceteras epiftolas effe fubdi- 
ticias. Adeo declamatorie & {cholaftice, ne 
dicam putide, fcripte funt omnes: ubique 
affe&tata & jéjuna in iis apparet philofophia. 
Agmen harum epiftolarum claudunt «dua 
Democtjti & Hippocratis mutue, fed qua- 
“sum autor foricis more fuopte fe prodit in- 
dicio. _Democritus enim sbi commemorat, 
te adveniente Hippocrate de-mundi difpofiti- 
one fcripfifle, item de polis & aftris op ey 
Contra Hippocrates. in Jonga illa ad Dama- 
getum epiftola refert, fe deprehendiffe De- 
mocritum de infania ¢jufque:caufis {criben- 
tem. Nimirum mendacem harum epiftola- 
rum autorem decebat eflememorem. Porro 
Hippocrates in fua ad Democritum epiftola 
 meminit, fe jam fentm effe. Facile autem ex 
natali:Hippocratis, & emortuali Democriti 
anno ¢olligicur, ¢o tempore Hippocratem, 
quo Abderam»vocatus effe traditur, vix 
quinquagefimum vite annum fuperafle. Ex 
hice fatis; opinor, Jiquet, epiftoles illaseffe 
confittas, nec ullo jure ad Hippocratem & 
Democritum autores referri. Nec opus eft 
alia circumfpicere vodeug indicia, cum lec 
abunde fufficiant. , Queris, quis igitur ar- 
chiteftus -carum» fuerie? Paucis habeto, 
Greculum fuifle thetorem. Solebat enim 
id hominum genus weterum nomine compo- 


nere.epiftolas ad ingenium & eloguentiam - 


oftentandam, codem modo, quo Livius, 
Curtius, aliique hiftorici narrationibus fais 
intexunt orationes,: haud fane. ab ‘iis prolatas, 
quibus tribuuntur, -fed iconfiftas ex ingenio. 
in {cbola, inquitlonfius de Script. bit. philof: 
b. HI... 9. 216. celebriorum rhetorim nomine 
omnis generis orationes exercitié gratia confitie- 
_ bantur, quas |cholapticas déclamationes.@ Veris 
rhetorum orationibus diftingucre >, earumgue dif- 
crimen mndicare; Grammaticorum erat, cum non 
vavo ea incautisleftoribus smponerent. . Necvero 
Greci foli, veram etiam: Latini-ejufmodi 


epift. ftyli exercendi canfa contexebant, nec’ 


dubitarunt fe ipfarum autores | profiteri : 
quemadmodum patet exemplo Jojnnis Le- 


DecEM 


ofa copia enarrat ftatum, 
in quo deprehenderit Democritum. Non 
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movicentis in. prefatione ad. epiftolas Phas. 


onis-& Jofephira fe 'compofitas, apud Fabri.’ 


@ium Cod, pfeudepigr. VT. p» 443. Hae de 
caufa plereque antiquorum epittole ful; pede 
fune Jonfio Lib. I. cap. 18. p. 99. aliifque 
dottiffimis & emun&iffime naris viris, guos 
adducit Fabricius Bibl. Gree. Lib. 11. cap. 10: 
P2417. entrema, & Lib. I cap. 35.4.3, p.239. 
Ceterum ihas ipfas Hippocratis epiftolas fab. 
diticium effe fortum, jam agnovit Jofephis 
Scaliger Epist. 106, cujus verba relege {is a. 
pud abricium, Cum igitur fundamentum ‘ 
illius hiftorie fit plane fabulofum , ‘ipfam | 

quoque fabulofam effe confequitur.' Reftar 
ut inveftigemus hujus originem fabule; Sci. 
Jicet, verum eft, Democritum civibus fuis 
furere vifum effe: Idque Seneca diferte tefta. 
tur epift: 79. Cui _gpinioni duplicem pra. 
buit eccafionem Democritus, Nam & in 
f{peluncis ac folitudine vitam agebat, & hu. 
mana ridebat omnia, id eft, omnes homines 
dicebat ftultos effe. Re&ius vero fentiebar 
Hippocrates , qui, Diogene Laertio tefte, 
Lib. IX. cap. de Meliffa, eam Abderitis com. ' 
mendavit.. Nam lhicet ipfe Hippocrates in 
primo congreflu» Democritum pro homine 
mentis impote haberet, poftea tamen, quum 
famjliarius cum ipfo collocutus eft , mirum 
in.modum e¢jus admiratus eft fapientiam, te. 
fie Bliano, Lib. IV. Var. hiffer. cap. 20, Ha. 
bes, Le&tar, ob oculos fabule noftre cuna- 
bula.. Cum enim Hippocrates fuerie cele. 
berrim! nominis Medicus, Abderitarum@ue 
ftultitia vel proverbio celebrata fic , ut ex 
Cicerone patet, Lib. IV. ad Attic. epift. 15, 
& Martiale Lid. X. epigr 25 = item ex priore 
Pfeudo Hippocratis epiftola'ad Damagerum ; 
hinc lepidi nugi-venduli finxerunc, Abderi- 
tas, ftultiflimos -{cilicet homines, inter alia 
ftultitie fue documenta hoc quoque edidiffe, 
ut publico nomine.nuntiam miferint ad Hip- 
pocratem’ Medicum , .cum@ue rogariat, ut 
Democritum’ ftultitia & furore correprum 
prerste fanaret, cum ipfis opus effet helle.. 

oro. phan RUG | 
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A DEFENCE ‘of the Anfwer i, 
Mr, WHIST ON’s Sufpicions, 


and 








. 


and anAnfwer to the Crates of. Forgery. 
1s. |. Jn. a ‘Letter: 
to Mr. Whitton. By STYAN® 


againft St. Athana 


THILRBY, B. 4: Fellow of Jefus- 
College in Cambridge... Cam- 
bridge , printed at the Uniuerfity- 
Prefs , fcr Cornelius Crownfield, 
Printer to the Univerfity. “And are 
to be fold by Fotin Morphew , ‘near 
Stationers-Hal, London, 171%. 
im 80. pagg. 263. 


T HIS is afecond Book,.of.Me.:Thiriby 
againtt. Mr. Whiffen in, Defence, of , St. 
Athanafius,, The Author fays, thu is likely to 
be the laft time that he fhall.trouble Mr. Whi- 
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fon; ‘or thé World with any Amufemmeiits abou? 


the Honefty of Athahafiuass TF am not’ farpri- 


fed.at fuch a Declaration,fince Mr. Tbirlbyac- 


‘knowledges, that “ the Subje& of the great< 


“ eft Pareof [ this.Letter is. dry end un- 


“* pleafant in itsown Nature, fo asfearce to” . 
“ admit of any Ornament; or any thingy 


“which might be thrown in to enliven a 
‘© dull Scene.” “Fhe Aathgr is able co.weige 
upon’ more important Subjefs. | 


I could not give at Account of this Book 


to the Satisfaction of the Readers, without’ 
taking Notice of all the Pieces publithed by 
Mr. Whifton and Me. Thirlby concerning St. 
Athanafius. The Readers know thatthe Dif- 


pute between thofe Two Gentlemef® runs: 


upon this Queftion,. viz. Whether Sta Atha- 
nafius was an Houe/t Man, or a Knave, 





HAGUE 


Ms Macfwick, Reftor of the Letin. 


School, is about a New. Edition of 
Virgil: Ie, will be. attended with Servias’s 
Commentary. | 


LEYDEN. 


| T HE Impreffion of the Catalogue of our 

publick Library is in great Forwardnefs: 
Te will contain: both the Printed and~the 
Manufcript Books.. Several Profeffors. take 
Care of that Edition. 


AMSTERDAM. 


Mr Le Clerc is writing-an,Abridgment 
‘WE of Ecclefiattical Hiftory for che Three 


Firft Ages of Chriffianity.. He will perhaps 


take in che Fourth Century. 


HALL. 


R. Goelicke has undertaken to’ write an 
exact Hiftory. of Phyfick, both Ancient 
and Modern, and of the feveral Parts of 
_ that Science. He will give amAccounr, not 
only of the L'ves-and Writings of Phyfici- 


ans,, but. alfoof their chief Difcoveries, Hy= 


pothefes, Difputes, Oc. He Begins with: 

the Hiftory of 4aatomy, which is lately 

come out ;: and it will be attended with the 

ne of Surgery, Pharmacy, Botanicks, 
mse 


Hiftoria Anatomia nova eque ac antiqaa, 
Autore Andrea Ottomar. Goelitke, iM. DiC in 
Frederic. Regia P. P. Hala Magdeb:.w713. iw 
&vo. ) 


In this Volume, the Author begins with: 


Hippocrates ; and then proceeds to. Democritus 


Arifiotle, Rufus Ephefius,.Galen, and fo.0n to 


the Modern Anatomifts, ; 


-LUBECK.. 
HE following Book, confifting of ten 


Sheets in 8vo; has beem lately publifh-. 


td by.an Anonymous Author. , 

Brevis Introduftio in Notitiam Legum Nauti-- 
carum, & Scriptorum Furis Reique Maritime, 
Lubeca, 1713. ) 


RB EP OTCR: 
MR Kettner has publifhed a compleat His 


ftory of what has been faid for of ae 
gainft the Genuinefs of the famous |’affa 


relating:to the Trinity, in the Itt Eviftle of* 


St. Johm, 
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St. John, Chap. V. ver. 7. The Author . 


maintains that it is not {purious. 


Hiftoria DiGi, Foannei de [anti ffima Trinitate 
" Joan.V.7. <Autore D. Friderico Ernefte Kette 
were. Francofarti O° Lipfie. 1713. in 4fe. 


SEN A. 


M*: Richter,.a learned young Man, has © 


put out a Specimen of his Critical 
Remarks upon feveral Greek and Latin Au- 
thors. Dr. Biuddeus, who has advifed him to 
publith thofe Obfervations, has prefixed to 
thein a Preface, wherein he treats of the 


Ufefulnefs. of Critique, and commends the 
Author, 


Gotefridi Rickteri, Bernbacenfis , Specimen 
Obfervatienum Criticarum in varios Autores, 
Graces & Latinos. Prafationem I geey 9 0 
Francifcus Buddeus, SS. Theol, D. P.P. Fe 
We. 1713. in 8vo. 


WURTZBURG. 


Hovgh the Famous Sanchez feems to 

have exhaufted all the Queftions relat- 

ing to Marriage, Father Kugler a Jefuit has 

' thought fic to publith a large Volume in Fo- 

lio upomthe fame Subje& , wherein he fup- 

plies what has been-omitted f © others, and 
reGtifies their wrong Notions. 


Tratatus Theologico-Canonicus de Matrimonio, 
prima fui Parte continens Naturam © Effentiam 
Contralius maritalis, cum Quaffionibus in hac 
materia magis controverfis ; Parte fecunda Ma- 
trimonii impediments , Cr de bis Queftiones ac- 
euratins difeuffas. _Autore Patre Joanne Kugler, 
S. 3. Theologe , Univerfitatis Leopoldina Wrati- 
flavienfis Cancellario, typis datus una cum Opuf- 


culo de Sponfalibue utrique parti prefixo. Her- 
bipoli, 1713. 4 


7:4 2:%, 


THE Marquis Maffei has found out in 

the old Library of Verona, feveral An- 
cient and Curious Manufcripts;. among 
which there is a Work of Caffiedorus, never 
yet publifhed , and enticuled , Complexiones 
in Epiftolis Apoftelorum OG Apocalypf. 


— 


Anothee Learned Italian is 
the Prefs a new Edition’ of 7, 


breparing for 
ertulli 
will very much exceed thofe ther have fee 


publifhed hitherto, There’ will be a great 
many Emendations made from very ancient 
Manufcripts. This new Edition will come 
out with a Commentary of Guide Pancirelus, 
(never yet printed, } upon all the Books of 
Tertaljian. It has been found in the Library 
of a Monaftery at Reggio. The Manufcript 
is very fairly written, and was revifed a fe. 
cond time by Pancirelu: himfelf. 


PARIS. 


Acher Le Zong, a Prieft of the Oratory, 
defigns to publith a Bibliotheque of the 
Hiftorians of France, containing the Civil 
and Ecclefiaftical Hiftory of that Kingdom, 
and a General and Particular Hiftory of 
Provinces, Cities, Families, and-Academies, 
whether they be Printed, or only Manu. 
{cript. He has perufed the moft confiderable 
Libraries of Paris, which have been of 
great Ufe co him; but to make his Work, 
which is already in o- Forewardnefs, 
more compleat, he defires the Learned and 
the Curious, who have any valuable Pieces 
of rhat Kind, to fend him the Titles, and 
to fet down exaftly the Names of the Au.’ 
thors, and the Dates of Hiftories, that is, 
when they begin, and when they end, 


The Index will come out a Fortnight 
hence, 





ADVERTISEMENT. 


HES E Memoirs may -be. had 

of the Bookfellers of’ London 

and Weftminfter. e 

They ave alfo to be bad of “Mrs, 

Dodd and Mrs. Bolter near Temple- 

Bar; of Mrs. Bond, and Mrs. Bol- 

ter at Charing-crofs ; and at Mr. 

Dawfon’s (where the Author lives) in 

Hunt’s-Court , in St. Martin’s Lane, 
near the Church, - 
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